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Soviet ABM |

‘Shift Denied

Reuters

i
. MOSCOW, Feb. 17—The So-
viet government was today re-
ported basically hostile to a
- ban on anti-ballistic-missile
. systems as proposed by the
~.United States.
Communist sources said Rus-
‘sia’s opposition to a negoti-
ated ABM moratorium was re-
.stated privately by officials
. this week after a Pravda ar-
ticle seemed to suggest that
the Soviet view might have
y changed.
- The officials were reliably
quoted as saying there was no
_‘thange in the Kremlin’s posi-
tion, and that basically Russia
had no interest at present in
negotiating a moratorium with
the United States. -
.+ Communist sources said the
_explanation for the Pravda
-article was that the writer had
.made a mistake.
Pravda commentator Fyodor
Burlatsky had been repri-
“manded and the newspaper
would publish a new article
' setting out the Kremlin’s neg-
ative views, the sources said.
The sources said Burlatsky’s
error had caused considerable
embarrassment in high gov-
ernment circles.
Today’s clarification by
Communist officials confirms
_the Soviet position as well as
the negative angwer given at
his London press conference

last week by Prime Minister
Kosygin, who had been asked
if the Soviet Union thought
it possible to agree on a mora-
torium.

He replied that defensive
weapons such as anti-missile
missiles were designed to pre-
serve human lives, and ‘“ap-
propriate conclusions” gould
be drawn from this answer.

The conclusion drawn by
most observers was that Kosy-
gin was rejecting President
Johnson’s call last month for
a negotiated moratorium un-
der which both nations would
scrap plans for the building
of costly anti-missile gystems.

On Wednesday, after Kosy-
gin’s return from his British
visit, Pravda published an ar-
| ticle about arms control which
quoted him as saying Russia
was ready to discuss the cur-
tailment of the arms race both
in the field of offensive and
defensive weapons.

The Communist Party news-,
paper’s interpretation attract-
ed widespread, interest be-
cause it wenf considerably
further than Kosygin's orig-
inal answer.

[United States officials de-
clined to accept the news re-
ports from Moscow yesterday
as a definite version of the
Soviet position, They acknowl-
edged that it was extremely |
rare for Communist sources
in Moscow to challenge the
accuracy of any report in
Pravda, but they noted that
there was no official authenti-
cation of a Pravda error.

[Officials in Washington
said it may be that the Soviet|(
Union is opposed to talkingit
about anti-missile missile sys-|1
tems alone. But they noted
‘that Secretary of State Deani,
Rusk said on Feb. 9, after|
Soviet Premier Kosygin's com- |
ments on the subject, that the
United States is prepared “tofi
‘discuss’ both _offensive and
lidefensive weapons with the
l'Soviet Union” =~ 777

[Staté’ Department spokes-
| men reiterated yestérday what
Rusk said ther, that they
would not consider present
|interpretations of Soviet posi-}
\tions “as their last word on|
ithis subject.”]

‘i According to Washington
reports last month, the Sovict
Union had shown interest in
discussing an anti-missile ban.

But these reports lacked con-
firmation in Moscow, and werc1
generally regarded here with!
skepticism. |

Communist sourccs citedi

|

three posible rcasons for So-
|viet opposition:
| e Soviet military doctrine
|has always been based on a
| defensive outlook, and anti-
\missiles fit into such a con-
| cept.

® Russia is believed to have
already started building a lim-
ited anti-missile system around
Moscow, and work may be too
ifar advanced for it to be
I halted. s
| eSoviet generals have at
!deep distrust of President
Johnson because of the Viet-|p
nam war, and the military eli-\i1
mate is against discussions ofje
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